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is true indeed that to postulate a world-creator as the ground for the purposiveness of the world would be to " proceed quite tautologically " ; but it would also, and this is just the view for which the Critique of Season has prepared the way, be an illegitimate logical procedure. On the other hand, if because we find purposiveness in occurrences in the world we seek to explain this a posteriori by referring to a cause operating according to ends, our procedure is indeed tautological, but legitimate nevertheless.
For in the last resort all explanation is tautology. But Kant, in spite of all his Critique, had not sufficiently grown out of the Cartesian view of nature to appreciate this subtle elaboration of a,yet more refined criticism.
Kant, then, might be described as a Vitalist who himself greatly increased the logical difficulties of his doctrine by fictitious problems of his own creation.
Considerations upon the manner in which mechanism and teleology are to be united lead up to the Methodology of the teleological judgment. Such a unification is possible ; but does not lead us to substitute one for the other. They are related as end and means ; but the law of working (Wirkungs-gesetz) of the means requires for itself nothing presupposing a purpose.
Now this sounds once more thoroughly statically-teleological, and in no wise reminds us of the " productive force of nature " ; we are therefore once more in perplexity. In addition to this we read of